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The porvrose of this paper is to examine the evolution of women
participatio{ in the Greek oduca%ional system during the last
Stwenty years with emphasis in present developments,hto relate.
tho paciern cf this evolution to cducational policy measures'

and reforms, and to derive working hypotheses\about factors re-

lated to women achievement patterns and mobility between educa- -

tional levels. _ '

This is b&—and~large a descriptive study, examining partigipation
! at all educational levels and achievemeot.patterns with ehphasis
Kiﬁ upper secondary education at the oruciai point of transfer‘to
- higher educaktion. It is based on two sources of data:. (i).cencus
- data of the Natronallgtatistical Service of Greece; (ii) data
collected for a study regarding the evaluation of the selection
system for higher education. The latter, derived from a'questio—
naire distributed to a ig% random sample of ‘secondary educat ion

' graduates applicants to higher education, is employed for a more

refined analysig on specific 1ssu4

1

-~

Tce introduce the‘reader to the educational status of women in
Greece I present three tables which summarize illiteracy, averade
jears of schooling, and enrolment rates by educational level
(tables 1,2,3). WOmen part1c1patlon is summarized in table 4. The
reader should keep in mind that women represent approximately 48%

of the population in the agegroups 10 through 344 (this pexcentage
increases gradually to 52% for the agegroup'4§‘f4 and to 56%

for the agegroup'oyer 65 years)., -
A . . \

The analysis' of the data indicates the following:

1. Girls particip te equally, as boys do, in primary education
(table 4) and have the same attendence and pass rates
(tableQS). But heir level of performance dlffers. So, the

prOportion of girls‘achleV1n% "very good" score_ (8 or 9 out ‘

of 10) is relatively higher than the boys The proportlon of

girls'achieVing arn ﬁexcellent" scoré (10 out of 10) is increa- N

singly higher than the boys' in grades one’throuqhsﬁ):(table 5).

These datg reveal a pattern whlch}uﬁsbeen ldentlfled in other

parts of the world and has fostered a variety of explanntlon

«
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' the most ddhinanp kding that gifls cbmply to reduirged norms.’

2.

>

4

and hehavior than bovs do and that adolescent "problems™
which” hinder schocl performance are Mmore prominent in boys
{than girls. (It should be clear that I do not at,tﬁc moment

Proyisee shese explanations for the Greek case).

« Y

Women used to have lower participation than men in secondary |,

v had

educatian until the beginning of the seventies (table 4);

partigipation of wdmen an@‘men is equal ever since wiFh one

exception:'participation of woméﬁ’in upper seconﬁéry education
5 ; . y -

is higher'(table 4) after the 1976-77 reforms. Those reforms

introduced (i) the Separation of secondari edgca@ion to lower

- and upper, (i;) the establishment of lower éecondary as a

)

. dary general education since (1) they were more likely to

compulsory educational level, (1ii) the formulation of'upper
secondary as altwo track gyStem, one consistihg of generala‘ ‘
educatioﬁ and the second including technical and vdcational
training.‘T ese changes favored women participation in éecoﬂ—

. ’ ®
stop their schooling at the primary level; (it) they have
.highervachievemqnt than men and the tracking was dgcided on’
the basis of perfbrmange.at the end of the compulsory level

(lower secondar&); (iii) they are leSS°like;yito'follow thé

~ technical and vocational track by choice since educational

and work’prospebts;iﬁ“that‘tracg'ére considered "better suiteq"

to men rathér than women.'It_follows that women have lowef,

though incfeas;ng'}ecéntly) participation in both secondary

and{?igher tééﬁnqul ahd;ﬁocational’educatién (table 4).
. 8 N - .

3.wamen have higher aghievement than men at the beginning of

secondary education righteafter a selection process has taken
place* (table 6} . Thé‘diffefence in the'proportiOns of‘succeSSe§
is decreasing with time within the same‘@ducgtional.leVGI.

_%This is true both in the case of the school system selection

in 1975-76 (from Primary to secondary level) as well as 1imn the
case of.social selection or self selection in 1978-79 wh.en

. selection at this level had been abolished and introduced as

a transfering mechanism’ from lower to upper TeCOndary,level,
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The level of women's performance i% higher at this level too.
Their proportlon achieving a fvery good" score (15.6-18.5 out
of 20.0) is higher than boys"(Lable\6): The proportion of
women achieving "excellent” (18%6=20-0".out of 20.0)- is “increa- -
singly highcer than boys' Dboth at the lower as well as the
upper secondary level. (A more detailed analysis of the
differences in the performance of women and men at the upper

Ay

secondary level is presented in section 4).

Somehow it appears as if women become more self-confident after
a selectidon process has taken place but they (relatively) loose
ground in the years that follow. A/stronf/ﬁﬁgkiatlon of such
an "external". factor aﬁfect ng ‘@omcn self- Qngldcnce

is provided by the-data on appllcants and successes to hlgher‘
education of the. study for thel evaluation of the selection
system. MenAevaluated themselves relatively higher than women
did, before the results regarding success to higher education )
were known to:them (althoughkwomen's assessment scores were
higher) ; women's‘self—evaluation-was'higher after they knew :

4

they,had succeded in higher .education.

Womenﬁhave higher achievement in upperesecondary education when
in~school assessment  scores are considered (table 7). There'is
no significant difference®between meh and women when external
examination asséessment scores in the second grade are examined.
There is significant difference wheh external examination
assessment scores in the third grade are examlned (favorlng

men) So the reform of 1979 in the selectlon system* for higher

educatiOn has favored women s1nce it was based on in—- school

‘ . *

assessment more than ever before._ A ;

These developments have led to equal success rates to higher
education for women and men (table 8). ' Equal success rates

means imy fact a sharp increase in women's participation'in

‘higher education since more women than mén apply. Further
W } ; C -

-3

*See :Appendix 1 for a description of the reform. - . o
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changes in Lhe selectlon system iptroouced rccently by the ,
present government * ~most l;kely will not influence women s‘
access to a significant degrce.ane abolition of the-":,crnal
examlnatlon in the second qradcwgreatly favors men (51nce they
do better in the final external exam which now will be the
main criterion for success); the 1ntloductlon of in- school
. assessment in the first grade (of the upper secondary level)
" ‘as one-of the criteria fhvors women (though to a lesser degree
since it contributes a small proportion to the final score).
My expéctation is that these two changes are veryﬁllkely to
- counterbalance each other w1th respect to their effect to -

women success rates., M

A 3

~

% Women have always had and contlnue to have, though to a con-
s1derably lesser- degree; unequal access, by field of study (
within higher educatlon. Tradltlonally women have had increased
participation in the humanltles, art and architecture** *

. Recently, though, ‘women have increas1ng access to law, social
sciences and agricultural sc1ences. It is clear, nevertheless,
that they are far behind men in technology and science as it . :
'is shown in table 9. Women participation by instltutlon of o f
university education is primarily defermined by the flelds of ‘
study inluded in the respectlve academic programs (table 10),
while part1c1patlon by institution of higher general education
is occasionally defined by law as a solely "women's" field of

studv (preschool teachers and ‘horme economics teachers, table 10).

r -

b )

*See Appendi¥ 1 - \ . -
If*Women'é/gaiuacipation in technology is mainly due to their. high
" representatio n'architecture. :
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equality of women 's participation in the educatlonal system are
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A synthesis of the observatiohs discussed above lcads me to

3

propose the follewing questions which J ‘consider essential for,
-the first research project to be undcrtaken in Greece regarding - °

women performance in the educational System: T

™ *
s -

1. What is the sociafization pattern at work in schools which
makes. women pefform better rlght aftet a selection process

has taken plate while their parformance is relatively lower

.

\

in the following vears? : \ . o

. - -

¢

2. ¥s there an objectlve difference in the level of bognltlve r/
knowledge between men and women which- 1s expressed in
dlfferentlated‘performance in the final external examlnatlon
or, alternatlvely, is there a mystlflcatlon effect at work
regarding external examlnatlons ‘which affects women's per--

formance? ©

. !
3. Do teachers’ differentiate their evalyation of in-school

" student performance by gender, favoring women?

4. If, finally,overall women's performance isasfxuﬂlagmen s which
are the reasons which lead them to be oriented towaras tradi-

tionally "womanly" flelds of study at the univer51ty level? -

~

These:questidns’are geared to prov1de answers to policy questions

related to the nalntenagce of the achleVed balance in the over-

L Y-

all participation of women &nd men in, higher education. They will
also provide answers regarding aspects of women's participation
in the various fields of study at the Unlver51ty level.

{
«

It is my COnviction that further research on or demands for

L 4
]
L R TR g ¢

not ‘justified. I strongly believe that all emphasis of resear-
chers and women organlzatlons activity should be shifted tQWards.

equality in the status of women in the werkforce and the ® .

+

academia. ' ’ }
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‘' TABLE 1: Illiteracy rates: illiterates
corresponding age group (1981,

-

as a, percentage of the
estimate) .

i

i : T i, S LT "N %
agcgréup Illiteracy_late women
total 1.39
20-24  women 1.37 47.56
L2 men 1.42
‘ total " 1.77
25-29 women _ s 1.90 52.39
- men 1.65 - <
R X - »
total 2.10
30-34 women \ 2.51 57.74
- men 172
N . :
09’ ' total 3.65
- 35-39 women 4.91 69.00
men 2.33°
/ . .
total 10.06
{0-54 women o 14.60 75.48
men 5.14
total 20.50 v
55-74 women 31.32 79,81
- .  men’ 8.66
2074 total 10.05 100.00
years women 15.14 -76.72
)aid men - 4.76

v 23.28

’

L4

Source: Estimates based -on census data’ of the National

.Statistical Service of Greece.
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TABLE 2: Educatjon Index 1961, 1971. (Population over 10 yeats ;
old) ' o
' Average years 3 l
of schooling - increase i

total ” 4.96 - ‘

1961 women’ 414 | - §
men ' ’ 5.83 |
total 5.70- 14.9 §

1971 wdmen | . 4.99 2075 . |
men 6.45. - 10.6 |

- ' , ,' )

1981 (estimate) total 6.78 - 18.9 4

Sources: 1961, 1971: OECO, Educational Policy and'Planning,
Educational ;ETng Policies, in Greece,
Paris 1980.

1981: Estimate based oqp cencus data of the
. National Statistixal Service of Greece.

» ‘ Y

A e U o e LY
. - »

. ) . * 1
TABLE 3: Enrolment rates b; educational level

Educational 1960 _ 1970 1978 ) i
) level Total -Girls-- Total Girls  Total Girls ?i
T ‘ o
" Preschool 14 13 30 3 43 42 %,
primary . 110 108 107  -105 - 107 . 105 £
Secondary : _ -
General .. 33 28 56 54 65 66 .

* . 13

Secondary total . E 0 v
tit includes ' / ' : ‘
_technical and S(39)* 7 (31)* (68)  (57) (77)  (70)
vocational) '

Higher ' 4% % 2%% ] 13 9 19 14
_ — ! -\ '
‘*it includes all levels of tefhnical -and vocational education.
& #%it does not include higher technical and vocational education.
Sources: 1) NSSG, Statistics of Education (respective years)\ &
. 2) NSSG,.Census Data, Population (1960, 1970); < F
"3) NSSG, Statistical Yearbook, 1978. S b
z . - - . | o 4
) ' ' )
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0 TABLE 4: Women participation by educational level 1956-1978. . ¥
Year | _ - :
* Fducational 1956-57 1960-61 1965~66 1970~71 1974-75 1978-79
lavel ' “
1. Preschool ' 47.50 5 47.69 50.12 48.50 ) 48.62 - 48.44
2. Primary 47.65 47.68 47.79 45.02 48.03 : 48 .19
3. gecondary r 39.03 41.97 44.29 - 47.66 49,17 lower 47.92
- General : T . , , upper 51.07
" 4. Technical. | 22.30 19.62 13.10 4 15.37 14.70  20.96
and Vocational "7 (=3.00)  (-6.65) (3.46) (-1.09) = (10.65)
5. Higher T and V- - - | - 28.16 27.06  33.60
. ' - . . (6.04)
6. Teacher 43.08 49.05 53.14 48.28 62.57 53,66
Training : , . . (7.40) T (-3.56)
: . . ] '
. N gt t:' - H . i
7. University 20.73 2301 30.45 30.97 35.17 40.10
, . (2.75) ‘16.41) (0.34) - (3.39) (3.50)
r \: ’ ‘
, Hote Lhe numbers in parentesea show percent average annual change.
Source: ealeulated from data in Statlstlcs of Education, National Statistical Service of - 4;;[
Greece, (respectlye years) . ‘ . » : ‘
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: TABLE 5: Success rate$ and ‘achievement level in primary education. 1978-79
sl | ‘ 5 | L . scored ~ ‘ scored
T passed -ovex .passed over those 8 or 9 (out of 10) 10 (0wt of 10)
registered - who attended . ‘ o
o . ) over’ total successes over .total successes
Grade  girls boys girls boys vgirls boys girls boyé_ B
| [ : — - “ i - : - ' .
' 1st! - " . 94,90 93,11 A19.05  18.84 | . 46.53 ° 42.36 RN
2nd ~97.90 " 797.09 19.54  19.04 -~ 42.3¢ 36.56
3ra 7 98.80  98.23 19.60 ' -18.39 . 35.72 29.20 |
U - - e ' i L0 - - 7
' ij4thj 99.42  99.05. 20.90  18.83 33.35 25,05
- 1 . . . ’ oo ’ )
se S - | 99.60 ° 99.43 . 22.17  19.29 ~29.50  20.96 = .
Ll ' v - . ) \
6lth . 99.83 99.84 24.12 20.89 32.63 22.69
a B N » ~ F
Total = 98.26  97.65  98.42 ~ 97.80 20.95  19.24 . 36,52 29.22 ¢
scurce: alcu]ated from data in Statlstics of EﬂgZ:tion, Natibnal Statistical Service of
Gleece (respective years). / : ‘ R :
" \ D

.-.» “ N - . .
12 -' ' ~ <
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TABLE 6: .SUccess ratee and achievement level in secondatry education. : -
P h — B L A T
. . ~ . .. T . _ - . X I
: Paﬁéid over those passed over thtse sco?edt1§£61 ;8350 ecoredt18f5;0?O 00 L
. - who sat at the exams who sat at the' exams out o : et , {out o C
, C . 1975-7¢ 1978-79 _ over total.successes - ovex total successes -
) | C ' . o = ° > 1978-79  ~~ . 1978-79 . ° »
Grade . A‘ women- men ~ women mén women “men c‘ wpmen‘ - men'\.. ;
_ T‘ % . * _‘ - - X - ;
LOWER ) o S e o . ;
ist " -90.82 84.84 88.25 80.40 31,48 . 22.33 -"2;76 1.74
2nd, ©91..82 86.98 . f' :93.62 89.92 - 28:p2- . 29}02' : 3.64 2.38 i
3ra ! 93.64 ~ 90.36 . 95.37 93.09 30.55 20.88  4.74  Y2.76 E
. . . . K
Total (lower) g ' - . 92.01 - 86.81 30:35 21,15 3.63 2.}A) o
UPPEN
N ) & < v ’ - , .
st 92.11 - -87.89 . 96.18 93.16 %0.82 T . 22.69 T 3.50
2nd 95.54 93.17 95.70 92.15 33.51 25.24 . 3.36
3rd 0 96.29 ° 93.56 _  97.41 95.51 32.37 25.04 5.36
“Total ftupper) ® e . 96.43 93.41 32.12 24.16 © 4.09 2,55 -
B _ e - B , : — : ~ AN
Total . o ' _ " » : , Sy
(1975-76 onlv) 93.08 88.77
- Notc: *iqdicates“significant differenée of proportions'test
- Source: Calculate from data in Statlstics of Education, National Statistical Sery ce of Greece : ,‘?73;*??
(respective years) v s B . : B
14> ' R U
I ) BEST CoPY awm B
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TABLE 7: Achicvement in upper secondary education and external exami-

nations (university successes 1980). .
T e ~ " {
< IS
: seore =20 12.6-15.5" . 15.6-18.5 18.6-20.0  PMmDer
Grade (out of 20.0) (cut of 20.0) {out of 20-.Q) (out of 20.0) cases i
;
In-school ) _ . . .
assessment i . . . . . . ;
N : = \ - . B
2nd women — . 5.6 3915 ; 10.0 " 1116 N
' . men — ~7.9 30,2 . - 6.8 908 - *
L .
by

3rd women . = — 2.8 39.2 ' 13.3 1105 g
. " men - — R O _28.5 11,9 - 895 -
. s
. - F
- External i
examination e
assessment - A o ) ) .

~2nd women 3.2 6.7 17.8 28.1 1004

men 2.8 5.2 11.9 24.3 796

3rd women

men
*

| | : 1999
12.3 . 25.4 787

N W
W
.
oo
—
(L)
.
(O
3%
o]
4
L)

S wo

\

}

1

¢

¢

i

: _ |

**: x? significant at the .0001 level . ) ' i

FTUSKEL

*: x? significant at the .0277 level

Source: Data collected for the research p£03ect "Evaluation of the
examination system"
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. '-‘/ . . e )
. ‘»' TABLE Bz«Sucbess rates. of applicants to, higher education.
L ‘ ‘Applicants g Success .
‘ . \ >~ - ] .
. — k2 .
- - - 1979 1980 1979 . 1980 : .
N . - ' ,
. . women . _54.0" 54.0, " 45.8 54.0
! i ~ . N . N ) f
men - 46.0 46.0 v - 54.2 46.0 «
. » v ‘ -
Ctotal . C 100.0 100.Q 100.0. " -100.0 .
R ] :, ' I v 7 — 2 ﬁ {
‘ . Source: Mlnistry of Educatlon, Dlrectorate for Computer ) ‘ )
Serv1ceo, Fall 1980. \\ ’
‘ | !
. N ¢ ) ;
TABLE 9: Women participation in higher education by field of ;=
study , k‘ £
- «‘r~ ] . :;i
"Field of Study 1960-61 . 1970-71 1978-79 ;
1. Humanities - 52.8 . 67.7 75.1 %
2. Higher, School of _ ' &
. Fine Arts - 37.6 53.9 “ 60.0 ?5
3. Law 285 37.8 54.2 i
. . ' , " *
4. Social sciences 14.7 28.4 38.1 . 3
. $
5. Science : 19.6 23.1 - " 26.2 Q
6. Technology o 11.4 . 12.5 16.6 .§
7. Medicine and v ' '
Pharmacy ' - 23.8 25.4 - 32.4 ‘
8. Agricultural studies e S o 1 SRR T
‘and Veterinary __ . . - L
/’l sciences ‘ "5.9 13.8 o 27.4 » ;‘
7 . - \
All University
Educat fon , 23.0 . 31.0 40 .1
S :

Source: National Statisticél serxvice of Greece, Statisticstf
Education "(respectiyve years). L
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. " TABKE 10:Women participation in higher education by'edgcatiOnal- y'§

institutiod, : _ -
ot : AT LTI L TR T » ;
1. Universjity of Athens 32.5 - 38.4 5 49.2 §
2. University of Salonika 24.5 29.6 ¢ 38.3 !
3. University of.Thrace - ‘ .- ’ 418 Tl
4. University ofy Yannena - - 41.7 51.1 .
5. University of Patras : - 13v9. "2T1.3 '
6. National Technical ) ‘ 5
University of Athens 1120 - 11,5, . 16.1 ¥
7. School of Economic:and - ) . , . ‘
Comnércial Studies ° 9.5 v . 21.0 31.0
8. School of Political ‘ ' '
., sciences , 18.2 40.2 " 52.1
9. School of Industrial™ . ~ ,
©  Stucies of Piraeus 13.6 23.8 29 23 - o
10. School of Industrial : ) y
Studies of Salonika . | 17.6 16.2 27.5 f
11. School of Agricultural . . o
Studies o 6:4 12.3 28.6
12. School of Fine Arts 37.6 53.9 60.0
All Universities (1) 23.0 -+ 31.0 | 40 .1
1. College of Gymnastics 46.6 30.7 36.5 A
2. College of Home . ,‘ Lo !
Economics , - 100.0 100.0 !
3% Teacher Training ?
. Colleges " . 45.5 - 44 .2 45.4 ¥
4. Preschool Teache o . g
Training Colleges T 100.0 100.0 ©100.0 - b
All Institutions of . b
Higher General '
Education  (2) - 49.1 42 +6 53.7
' . . » [~ 1 » . )
. Source: N.S.S.G., Statistics of Education of respective years;
- 1976-77, 1977-78: Ministry of Education, General .
Directorate of Higher Education, provisional data.
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AT Reforms in the seléction system for higher education:

BT T TTIL R -

A

It must be emrhasized at the outset, that numerus ClaUHU% ry a,

ract of life 1na(:reece rcgarding'new entrants in the higher

§§ucation system. The‘}easons are related to the existing
i

mited Capacity of the system, as. wel’l as limited resources w

for any expansion. It is also believed that "overeducation” of
the. labour force as regards general education at all levels,
.and the llmited absorbing capaCity of the. labour market for,
higher educatron qraduates, are also important reasons for the

numerus clausus syndrome.

k] rs
. -

The necessity of a selection'system'is then obvious. The origins
of the Greek~educational system in the German - and French ‘para-
digms, historically predefine that the selection system cerisist
of written examinations, .0f the essay type. An instrument in

the hands of the social elite at first, these examinations were,
originally, and for a long period-of time 'administered by the
Universities themselVes, independently w1thin each institution.

One of the first measures of the Iiberal government elected to
office in the early sixties, was to develop and enforce a new
system of centrally administered entrance examinations. The
new system was controlled by the State (Ministry of Education),
it was directly related to high school curriculum (rather thaq

the. prerequ151te demands of individual university faculties) and

'was administered by school teachers and education superinten—

dents in addition to university professors*,

-
»

-

The second reform of- the admission system, in the late seventies,

had the following objectives, according’to its designers:

APPENDIX 1  °~ - ~* - ' .

R
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—~To-be~3careu to high school curriculum, so that “frontistiria
(special private cramming schools) will no .longer be a ne-
cessity for prospective students to attend.

~ To become part of the upper secondary education process itself

- ,
samficrd ol r-vn- e =ik YN §
atu‘l'/E W e, YT S

*For a descriptlon of the goals set forth by the liberal refor-

- mers see G. Polydorides "Equality of Opportunity in the Creek

Higher Education System:The Impact of Reform Policies, ComEa~
rative Education Review, Vol. 22, No, 1, February 1978,
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in the sense that the examination would become a secondary-—- .

A fchmol ~"1ﬁepef1m1natron rather thahn a hlqher -education-

) ~ entrance ©ne. A1l general secondary educatlon students dhould

take the exam, which then becomes the ba51s for the selectlon
of prospective higher eddcatlon students. . TN

.~ Toeeliminate as much aslposeible the "chance" factor. - 9
~ To elimingte the "queuiné" phenomenon. This meant, that many , y
students in the paét were taking the exams for maﬁy consecu; | f b
tive periods,fdiminishiﬁg their own rotential for initiatin

a carreer in a new discipline, as w%}l‘as limiting at the

same time the'probability(xfsuccess of new secondary education
graduatee, ’ e : «MG

- To reduce the unnecessary burden for students of part1c1patlno
in examination subjects which were oompletelﬁﬁgprelated to the
field of study they 1ntended to follow.

. - To initiate and -reinforce technical and vocational education

¥
Raimenbiti s 2t ko B g

at the upper secondary level. . . , : ' ;

To achieve these objectives, government policy-makers desiqned

a system which included (beyond the 9-year compulsory education):

SV (a) Separatlon of the thgge-year upper secondary level into ge- ' 4

Y

neral lyceum and techn1cal~vocational lyceunm.
(b) Differentiation of the=Tourses in second and third géneral

~ lyceum grades into "core courses" and "options™. There were

. two options, one for a humznlties orientation and one fon |

p . a science orientatjon. S \ '
| (c) Technical and vocational lyceums do not include “options”

but additional. courses are provided for those interested 1in

participéting in the examinations?and applying'to corres-—
| ]

—eww»———“-~r«ponding~higher~eéﬁeatien~£ieldsmof study- —

(d) 'A set of four essay examinations were orgaei"ed for cach

option-type, in two stages:one after completing second
A . lyceun grade courses and the other after completing thlrd .

grade courses. These were con51dered school- leav1n%,exam1L
nations administered centrally by the Ministry of Education.
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The results were used both for’géading students in the
second and third lyceun gradesiin thewrespectivewcoﬁrsesd,'
as well as criteria for admissfon'to higher education.
(e) There was a predefined content area for each exam. This
area was spec1f1ed as the cbmmon denominator of themmﬁte~
rial taughtedn all schools in the country .
(f) The admission process was based on the followrng achievement
, \ measures.l) four subject examinations at the end of second
g lyceum grade

-

. ) i1) four subject examinations at the end, of third
lyceum grade

i

1

iii) the ovérall score for second lyceum grade
A iv) the oﬁerall score for third lyceum grade

v) scores in specific essay examinations depending
on the field (school)1juastudent.1sapply1ng for.

IS

The criticism and cOntr0versy which %ollowed implementation of

T R e i P

the new school leaV1ng efﬁmlnatlon/unlver51ty selection system
focused on.the” following issues:

C & s

- ' ‘
(a) The systen induced great‘anxiety O the students because
they all had to participate in

e external exams. Further~
more, they knew they did not have other chapces in the
future (only the opportunity to part1c1pate once. more in two -
subjects in order téd Improve their’ scores) . '
(b) The systemn produced a deterlorating effect to the quality
* -and level of. classwork during the third lyceum grade. This
was due to the fact that a signlfitynt proportion of the
o students felt they had no chances any more to be‘successful
candidates, since their second lyceum grade performance
was not satisfactory. \ ]
(c} The system significantly hindered any potentﬁal for further
g ——-study-within 7 school~-by the most able students. This was
. a "direct result of the way the content-area for each exam

~was defined:as a common denominator of all the sohools in

<

‘the country. Therefore, if some schools, for example those
in rural areas of the ‘country, dld not”- advance with a satis-
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factory pace in covering their annual matefial etudentc
‘ Y P g

AN

rrom the more advanced schools of the .center (Athens and
ma‘jor urban centers) would refuse to work on £€é advanced '
material since it 'wguld not become part ‘of the exam content-
- - area. The learning process in all schgols of the country
tended to foilow the lead (sic) of the least organized and

lower pace schools,

- . -

. ‘ The new sociakist governpen; of Greece, which came td power»{ >
after the electhnS<3fOCtObeI 1981, hav1ng-U3respond to the
demands raised as a result of its own pre- electlon(rhetorlc,
has introduced the following change ‘

(a) Abolished the examlnatlons at the second lyceum grade. _

(b) Introduced the overall grade poiht average in the first o t
lyceum grade -as an additional admission criterion.

(c) Introduced an additional "option", corresponding to the
social.sciences.

}

(dy Allowed the candidates to participate an infinite number

Rpar e~

of times in the external examlnationsjkn:unlver51ty

admission. ‘ .

-

(e) Increased the CoefflCient specifying the degree to which
in-school evaluation is taken‘into account for secondary . &

school graduation and unlver51ty admission, from 18% to
25%, |
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